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Applicant's Response 

In Applicant's Response dated 7 July 2005, Applicant amended Claims 1, 4-7, 9, 
10, 14, 17-19, 25 and 33-35, cancelled Claims 3, 8 and 20, and argued against all 
objections and rejections previously set forth in the Office Action dated 7 April 2005. 

The objections to Claims 1 , 6, 14, 17, 19, 20, 24 and 25 previously set forth are 
withdrawn. The rejections for Claims 1 , 8-13 and 16-18 previously set forth under 35 
U.S.C. 101 are withdrawn. The rejections for Claims 18, 22, 25 and 35 previously set 
forth under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph are withdrawn. The rejections for Claims 
1, 3-25 and 33-35 previously set forth under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103 are withdrawn. 



Specification 

The specification remains objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent 
basis for the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). 
Correction of the following is required: the "identifying" of a link expression of the 
component variable (see Claim 1 , Line 8); the "determining wttethertlie link 
expression can be identified with an element in a domain model of the document' 
(see Claim 1, Lines 9-10); the "best identity match " that is performed by the 
reconciliation algorithm (see Claim 3, Line 3); the "'swapping' that is performed by the 
reconciler (see Claim 22, Line 2); and "components" that are "built from a same 
domain model' (see Claim 25, Lines 1-2). 
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37 CFR 1 ,75(d)(1) states: "The claim or claims must conform to the invention as 
set forth in the remainder of the specification and the terms and phrases used in the 
claims must find clear support or antecedent basis in tlie description so tfiat the 
meaning ofthie terms in the claims may be ascertainable bv reference to ttie 
description " (emphasis added). MPEP § 608.01 (o) states: "The meaning of every 
term used in any of the claims should be apparent from the descriptive portion of 
the specification with clear disclosure as to its import ' (emphasis added). The 
Specification fails to provide proper antecedent basis for the terms and phrases 
identified in the above paragraph so that the meanings of these terms and phrases are 
ascertainable, as required in 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1), because the "Detailed Description" 
portion of the Specification fails to mention these terms and phrases. Additionally, the 
meanings of the terms and phrases identified in the above paragraph are not apparent 
with clear disclosure as to their import, as required in MPEP § 608.01 (o), because the 
"Detailed Description" portion of the Specification fails to mention these terms and 
phrases. 

Neither the fact that these terms and phrases appear in the original claims nor 
Applicant's amendment to the "Summary of the Invention" portion of the Specification 
submitted in the response dated 7 July 2005 obviates this objection because neither 
provide guidance in determining the meaning of the terms and phrases. 

If the descriptive portion of the Specification provides proper antecedent basis for 
these features of the present invention, then Applicant should point out those particular 
parts of the Specification. 
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The disclosure remains objected to because of the following informalities: 

• the phrase "mapped variable A from the document component's (e.g., reference 
numeral 12) to variable 1 in the container assembly 11" on Page 13, Lines 12-14 
should be amended to — mapped document variable A to container variable 1 — 
so that the sentence reads more clearly; and 

• the phrase "mapped component variable B to container variable 3 (of the 
document component 12) in the container assembly 11 (e.g., containing 
document)" on Page 13, Lines 20-22 should be amended to — mapped 
component variable B to container variable 3 — so that the sentence reads more 
clearly. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Drawings 

The drawings remains objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must 
show every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the ''displaying a 
component variable next to a representation of an element in a domain model of the 
document' (Claim 18, Lines 3-4) must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the 
claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

In Applicant's Response dated 7 July 2005, Applicant argues that this limitation is 
shown by connector 14 in Figures 3 and 5 of the drawings. The examiner disagrees 
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because connector 14 fails to show a ' representation of an element in a domain 
model," The examiner sees a "component variable" in Figure 3 (in element 12, 
"Variable A") of the drawings. However, the examiner cannot locate any 
' representation of an element in a domain mode!' that is shown in the drawings. 

In response to this issue, Applicant should specifically point out the 
' representation of an element in a domain modet that is shown in the drawings. In 
other words, Applicant should specifically state the figure in which the "representation of 
an element in a domain model" is located and the exact location of the "representation 
of an element in a domain model" within that figure. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
• the number "3" in Line 1 should be amended to — 1 — because Claim 14 should 
depend from Claim 1. 

Claim 17 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
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• the phrase '' allowing a user to at least one of accept and override said 
association between the identified component variable and the corresponding 
container variable" in Lines 9-10 should be amended to — accepting and/or 
overriding said association between the identified component variable and the 
container variable, wherein a user interactively performs said accepting and/or 
overriding — so that the limitation is positively recited and reads more clearly. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or nnore claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1,4-7, 9-17, 22, 25, 33 and 34 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
Claims 1, 4-7, 9-16, 33 and 34: 

Claim 1 recites "identifying a link expression of said component variable; and 
determining whether the link expression can be identified with an element in a domain 
model of the document in Lines 9-1 1 . These limitations are indefinite because it is 
unclear what is meant by the term "identifying" in Line 9 and the phrase "determining 
whether the link expression can be identified with an element in a domain model of 
the document In Lines 10-11 . 
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Although both phrases use a form of the term "identify" the meanings of the two 
terms appear to be different. The language used in these limitations (Claim 1 , Lines 9- 
11) confuses the reader and obscures the essence of Applicant's invention, which is 
automatically mapping component variables to corresponding container variables and 
allowing a user to either accept or override the mappings. Accordingly, the intended 
scope of Claim 1 cannot be determined. 

Additionally, the phrase in Lines 10-1 1 fails to further limit the claim. In the 
Applicant's Response to the Office Action dated 20 August 2004, Applicant states that 
the link expression" defines a path in tlie domain model, with the path ultimately 
landing at a domain model element (see Applicant's Response, dated 20 October 
2004 - Page 19, fourth paragraph). Using this interpretation of the claim language 
provided by Applicant, the link expression" is already "identified with" a domain model 
element. Thus, there would be no need to determine whether the link expression can 
be identified with a domain model element, because the link expression already (s 
identified with a domain model element. 

Claims 33 and 34 include the same confusing limitations (see Claim 33, Lines 8- 
10 and Claim 34, Lines 10-12). Thus, the above discussion also applies to these 
claims. 

Claims 4-7 and 9-16 are dependent upon Claim 1 . Thus, the above discussion 
also applies to these claims. 
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Applicant's amendment to Claim 1 in the response submitted 7 July 2005 fails to 
obviate this rejection because the claim still includes the confusing limitations and the 
amended claim fails to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter of the 
present invention, as required under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

In the examiner's opinion, the first three steps of Claim 1 (and the first three 
recited elements of Claims 33 and 34) attempt to recite the functions of an automatic 
reconciliation module , wherein the module automatically maps the identified 
component variable with a corresponding container variable - /f the identified 
component variable has a corresponding container variable that refers to the same 
domain concept as the identified component variable. 

Also, in the examiner's opinion, the remainder of Claim 1 (and the remainder of 
Claims 33 and 34) attempts to recite that, if the identified component variable does not 
have a corresponding container variable that refers to the same domain concept as 
the identified component variable, then the module finds a best identity match for the 
component variable, wherein the module maps the identified component variable to the 
domain model element of the document that best matches the component variable. 
In other words, the module compares the domain concept of the component variable to 
the domain concepts of multiple elements in the domain model of the document and 
maps the component variable to the domain model element that most closely matches 
the domain concept of the component variable. Subsequently, the user may either 
accept the mapping performed by the automatic reconciliation module or override the 
mapping by interactively mapping the identified component variable to a user-selected 
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domain model element (see Claims 1 1 and 15 for support of the examiner's 
interpretation of Claim 1). 

If the examiner's opinion of how the present invention operates is incorrect, then 
the examiner requests that Applicant schedule an interview to discuss the invention. 

Applicant must amend the claims to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
invention. 

Claims 1, 4-7, 9-17, 33 and 34: 

Claim 1 recites "determining if there is a container variable in a container that 
refers to a same domain concepf in Lines 4-5. This limitation is indefinite because it 
is unclear to what the "domain concepf of the "container variable" is compared to 
determine whether the ''container variable" "refers to a same domain concept" 

Claims 17, 33 and 34 have the same problem. Thus, the above discussion also 
applies to these claims. 

Claims 4-7 and 9-16 are dependent upon Claim 1. Thus, the above discussion 
also applies to these claims. 

Applicant must amend the claims to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
invention. 
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Claim 13: 

The claim recites ''whether values to be assigned to the variables " in Line 2. 
This limitation is indefinite because it is unclear whether it refers to the ''container'' 
variables, the "componenf variables or both. 

The claim also recites "whether values to be assigned to the variables, once 
matched " in Line 2. This limitation is indefinite because it is unclear what is "matched," 
The only "matching" previously recited in the claims is recited in Claim 1 1 - 
''interactively matching the component variable to an element of the domain mode!' 
(see Lines 3-4). Claim 1 recites that a "component variable " and a "container variable " 
are " associated ," if the component variable and the container variable refer to the same 
domain concept (see Lines 4-7). 

Applicant should amend Claim 13 to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
invention. 

Claim 14: 

The claim recites "a value to be assigned to the variable " in Line 2. This 
limitation is indefinite because it is unclear whether it refers to a "container'' variable or a 
"component variable. 

Applicant should amend Claim 14 to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
invention. 
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Claim 22: 

The claim recites ''wherein if the component variable in the component includes a 
value, then no swapping is performed by said reconciler'' in Lines 1 -2. This 
limitation is indefinite because is unclear what is meant by this limitation (i.e., the 
intended scope of the invention as recited in the claim). 

Firstly, neither the Specification nor the previous claims mention anything about a 
''swapping'' being performed by the reconciler. Secondly, it is unclear what is "not 
swapped' by the reconciler. In other words, what would not be "swapped' if the 
component variable includes a value? 

Applicant may obviate this rejection by deleting the claim. 

Claim 25: 

The claim recites "wherein said components are built from a same domain 
mode!' in Lines 1-2. This limitation is indefinite because is unclear what is meant by 
this limitation (i.e., the intended scope of the invention as recited in the claim). 

The Specification mentions nothing about "components" being "builf from 
anything. Rather, the Specification only discloses that "component variables" are 
"associated with container variables" when a component variable and a corresponding 
container variable refer to the same "domain concept" 

Applicant may obviate this rejection by deleting the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United Slates only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 18, 19, 21-25 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Fong et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,279,015. 
Claim 18: 

Fong discloses a computer-implemented method of interactively reconciling 
component variables with container variables in a document (see Figures 1-20; see 
Column 1, Line 1 through Column 44, Line 19- Fong discloses this limitation in that the 
mapping interface allows a user to interactively map a transformation from one 
structured format to another structured format - e.g., SGML to HTML. Through the 
interactive mapping, "component variables" are "reconciled' with "container variables" in 
that both SGML and HTML comprise elements having variables.), comprising: 
• displaying a component variable next to a representation of an element in a 
domain model of the document (EXAMINER'S INTERPRETATION - The 
examiner interprets a "representation of an element in a domain model of the 
document' simply to be an existing mapping between a "component variable" 
and a "container variable." If the examiner's interpretation is incorrect, then the 
examiner requests that Applicant schedule an interview to discuss the invention. 
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In Fong, see Figures 1-20; see Column 1, Line 1 through Column 44, Line 19- 
Fong discloses this limitation in that the mapping interface comprises a graphical 
user interface that displays the SGML tags and the corresponding HTML 
elements.), 

• identifying an association between the component variable and said element in 
tlie domain model {see Figures 1-20; see Column 1, Line 1 through Column 44, 
Line 19 - Fong discloses this limitation in that the mapping interface comprises a 
graphical user interface that displays the SGML elements and the corresponding 
HTML elements. By simply displaying the mappings, the GUI ''identifies 
associations" between the elements.); and 

• matching said element of said domain model interactively by a user (see Figures 
1 -20; see Column 1 , Line 1 through Column 44, Line 1 9 - Fong discloses this 
limitation in that the mapping interface allows a user to interactively map a 
transformation from one structured format to another structured format.). 

Claim 19: 

Fong discloses a system for reconciling component variables with container 
variables in a document relative to a domain model (see Figures 1-20; see Column 1 , 
Line 1 through Column 44, Line 19 - Fong discloses this limitation in that the mapping 
interface allows a user to interactively map a transformation from one structured format 
to another structured format - e.g., SGML to HTML. Through the interactive mapping. 
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"component variables" are "reconciled' with "container variables" in that both SGML and 
HTML comprise elements having variables.), comprising: 

• a container including a plurality of container variables (see Figures 1 -20; see 
Column 1, Line 1 through Column 44, Line 19 - Fong discloses this limitation in 
that the mapping interface allows a user to interactively map a transformation 
from one structured format to another structured format - e.g., SGML to HTML. 
Both SGML and HTML documents include elements having "plurality of 
variables"); 

• a component including a plurality of component variables in said document (see 
Figures 1-20; see Column 1, Line 1 through Column 44, Line 19 - Fong 
discloses this limitation in that the mapping interface allows a user to interactively 
map a transformation from one structured format to another structured format - 
e.g., SGML to HTML. Both SGML and HTML documents include elements 
having a "plurality of variables"); and 

• a reconciler that maps container variables in said container, with component 
variables in said component (see Figures 1-20; see Column 1, Line 1 through 
Column 44, Line 19- Fong discloses this limitation in that the mapping interface 
allows a user to interactively map a transformation from one structured format to 
another structured format.), 

wherein said reconciler is manually controlled by a user, to perform a mapping (see 
Figures 1-20; see Column 1, Line 1 through Column 44, Line 19 - Fong discloses this 
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limitation in that the mapping interface allows a user to interactively map a 
transformation from one structured format to another structured format.). 

Claim 21: 

Fong discloses the system according to Claim 19, further comprising: 
• a controller for automatically controlling said reconciler to perform said mapping 
(see Figures 1-20; see Column 1, Line 1 through Column 44, Line 19 - Fong 
discloses this limitation in that the discussion of the prior art automatically 
mapping a transformation from one structured format to another structured 
format.). 

Claim 22: 

Fong discloses the system according to Claim 19, wherein if the component 
variable in the component includes a value, then no swapping is performed by said 
reconciler {see Figures 1-20; see Column 1, Line 1 through Column 44, Line 19 - Fong 
discloses this limitation in that the mapping interface performs no "swapping" under any 
conditions.). 

Claim 23: 

Fong discloses the system according to Claim 19, wherein said component 
includes a plurality of alternative choices for being mapped by said reconciler (see 
Figures 1-20; see Column 1, Line 1 through Column 44, Line 19 - Fong discloses this 
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limitation in that the mapping interface allows a user to interactively map a 
transformation from one structured format to another structured format - e.g., SGML to 
HTML. Both SGML and HTML documents include elements having a "plurality of 
variables."). 

Claim 24: 

Fong discloses the system according to Claim 19, wherein when said component 
variables in said document include a value and said reconciler is in an on-state, said 
reconciler reconciles said component variables in said document with said container 
variables in said container (see Figures 1-20; see Column 1 , Line 1 through Column 44, 
Line 19 - Fong discloses this limitation in that the discussion of the prior art comprises 
automatically mapping a transformation from one structured format to another 
structured format, without restricting the conditions under which the mapping is 
performed. Fong also discloses this limitation in that the mapping interface allows a 
user to interactively map a transformation from one structured format to another 
structured format, without restricting the conditions under which the mapping is 
performed.). 

Claim 25: 

Fong discloses the system according to Claim 19, wherein said components are 
built from a same domain model and wherein said container variables in said container 
are reconciled with said component variables in said component (see Figures 1 -20; see 
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Column 1, Line 1 through Column 44, Line 19 - Fong discloses this limitation in that the 
mapping interface allows a user to interactively map a transformation from one 
structured format to another structured format - e.g., SGML to HTML. Both SGML and 
HTML documents include elements that are "built from a same domain model."). 

Claim 35: 

Claim 35 merely recites computer software for performing the method of Claim 
18. The mapping interface disclosed in Fong operates via computer software. Thus, 
Fong discloses every limitation of Claim 35, as indicated in the above rejection for Claim 
18. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1 , 4-7, 9-1 7, 33 and 34 would be allowable if: 1 ) the claims are amended 
to overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph; and 2) the objection to 
the Specification is obviated, all of which are set forth in this Office action. 

The following Claims 1 , 4-7, 9-1 6, 33 and 34, drafted by the examiner and 
considered to distinguish patentably over the art of record in this application, are 
presented to applicant for consideration. 
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1 . (currently amended) A computer-implemented method of reconciling 
component variables with container variables in a document, comprising: 

■ identifying a component variable i n a compon e nt ; 

■ determining if there is a container variable in a container that refers to a 
same domain concept as the identified component variable : 

■ if tt^ a container variable is determined to refer to the same domain 
concept as the identified component variable , associating said component 
variable i n th e compon e nt with said container variable in th e contain e r ; 

■ if no container variable is determined to refer to the same domain concept 
as the identified component variable, associating said identified 
component variable with an element in a domain model of the document 
having a best identity match: and 

* — i d e nt i fy i ng a link e xpr e ss i on of said compon e nt var i ab le ; and 
* — d e t e rmin i ng wh e th e r th e l i nk e xpr e ssion can b e id e nt i fied w i th an o l o m o nt 
i n a domain mod el of th e docum e nt, 

o wh e r e in sa i d d e t e rmin i ng wh e th e r th e li nk e xpr e ss i on can b e 
i d e ntif ie d w i th s a id e l e m e nt i n sa i d domain mode l of th e docum e nt 
us e s an automatic r e concili a tion algor i thm to find a b e st i dent i ty 
match, and 

o wh e r ei n sa i d i d e nt i fy i ng sa i d li nk e xpr e ss i on of sa i d compon e nt 
var i ab le i s p e rform e d i nt e ractiv el y by a us e r. 
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■ displaying the association between said identified component variable and 
said container variable or said domain model element to a user, 
wherein said user either accepts or overrides said association. 

2-3. (cancelled) 

4. (previously presented) The method according to Claim 1, wherein said best 
identity match comprises a direct match. 

5. (currently amended) The method according to Claim 1, wherein, wrtJ^ when 
said best identity match found is determined , the identified component variable m 
th e compon e nt is linked with the associated container variable in th e doma i n 
mod el. 

6. (currently amended) The method according to Claim 5, wherein the identified 
component variable i n th e component assumes a value of the linked container 
variable in the a containing document and the identified component variable is 
positioned in the document with the f\ew value. 



7. (currently amended) The method according to Claim 1, wherein said 
i dent i fy i ng sa i d l ink e xpr e ss i on of sa i d compon e nt variab le best identity match 
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matches the identified component variable of th e compon e nt to VF\e domain 
model elements of the document to find the best match. 

8. (cancelled) 

9. (currently amended) The method according to Claim 1 , wherein said identified 
component variable i n the compon e nt is interactively displayed adjac e nt to a 
r e pr e s e ntat i on of an e l e m e nt of th e doma i n mod e l of th e conta i n i ng docum e nt . 

10. (currently amended) The method according to Claim 1, wherein a plurality of 
identified component variables in the a component are interactively displayed 
adjac e nt to a r e pr e s e ntat i on of ele m e nts of th e doma i n mod el of th e conta i n i ng 
docum e nt . 

1 1 . (currently amended) The method according to Claim 1 , wherein said 
i d e nt i fying sa i d li nk e xpr e ss i on of sa i d compon e nt v a r ia b le overriding said 
association comprises actuating , by a us e r, a the identified component variable \n 
th e compon e nt and interactively matching the identified component variable to an 
element of in the domain model of the document. 



12. (currently amended) The method according to Claim 11, wherein said 
i d e ntify i ng sa i d li nk e xpr e ssion of sa i d compon e nt var i ab lo overriding said 
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association is performed by said user for ea€l=^ multiple identified component 
variables with in the a component. 

13. (currently amended) The method according to Claim 12, wherein said user 
interactively determines whether values to be assigned to the identified 
component variables, once matched, should be the values in the conta i ning 
document or the values in the imported components when said imported 
components has a values. 

14. (currently amended) The method according to Claim [[3]] 1, wherein said 
automatic reconciliation algorithm automatically determines that a value to be 
assigned to the component variable is the value in the cont ai n i ng document. 

15. (currently amended) The method according to Claim 1, wherein [[a]] said 
user[[,]] overrides said association through a graphical user interface (GUI)[[,]] 
i d e ntif ie s a n a ssoci a t i on b e tw ee n by associating said component variable aft4 
with a domain model element. 

16. (currently amended) The method according to Claim 1, wherein [[a]] the user 
interactively selects a container value. 
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33. (currently amended) A system for reconciling component variables with 
container variables in a document, comprising: 

■ means for identifying a component variable i n a compon e nt ; 

■ means for determining if there is a container variable i n a conta i n e r that 
refers to a same domain concept as the identified component variable : 

CtTTCi 

■ if a container variable is determined to refer to the same domain concept 
as the identified component variable, means for associating said 
component variable i n th e compon e nt with said container variable i n the 
conta i n e r ; 

■ if no container variable is determined to refer to the same domain concept 
as the identified component variable, means for associating said identified 
component variable with an element in a domain model of the document 
having a best identity match: and 

* — m e ans for id e nt i fying a li nk e xpr e ss i on of sa i d compon e nt variab le ; a nd 
* — m e ans for d e t e rmin i ng whether th e li nk e xpr e ss i on can b e id e ntifi e d with 
an olcmont in a doma i n mod el of th e docum e nt. 

■ means for displaying the association between said identified component 
variable and said container variable or said domain model element to a 
user. 

wherein said user either accepts or overrides said association. 
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34. (currently amended) A signal-bearing medium tangibly embodying a program 
of recordable machine-readable instructions executable by a digital processing 
apparatus to perform a method of reconciling component variables with container 
variables in a document, said method comprising: 

■ identifying a component variable in a compon e nt ; 

■ determining if there is a container variable i n a contain e r that refers to a 
same domain concept as the identified component variable : af{4 

■ if a container variable is determined to refer to the same domain concept 
as the identified component variable, associating said component variable 
i n th e compon e nt with said container variable in th e contain o r ; 

■ if no container variable is determined to refer to the same domain concept 
as the identified component variable, associating said identified 
component variable with an element in a domain model of the document 
having a best identity match; and 

* — i d e ntify i ng a li nk e xpress i on of sa i d compon e nt var i ab le ; and 
* — d e t e rm i ning wh c th o r th e li nk e xpr e ssion can b e i d e nt i fi e d w i th an ele ment 
i n a doma i n mod e l of the docum e nt. 

■ displaying the association between said identified component variable and 
said container variable or said domain model element to a user. 

wherein said user either accepts or overrides said association. 
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The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

Claims 1, 33 and 34: 

The prior art fails to disclose or suggest the combination of limitations recited in 
suggested Claims 1, 33 and 34. 

Claims 7, 4-7 and 9-16: 

Theses claims are dependent upon Claim 1 and thus include allowable subject 
matter. 



Claim 1 7 would be allowable if: 1 ) the claim is amended to overcome the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph; and 2) the objection to the claim is 
obviated, both of which are set forth in this Office action. 

The following Claim 17, drafted by the examiner and considered to distinguish 
patentably over the art of record in this application, is presented to applicant for 
consideration: 

17. (currently amended) A computer-implemented method of automatically 
reconciling component variables with container variable in a document, 
comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 09/497,800 Page 25 

Art Unit: 2176 

■ identifying a connponent variable i n a connpon e nt ; 

■ determining [[if]] there is a container variable i n a conta i n e r that refers to a 
same domain concept as the identified component variable ; 

■ i f th e contain e r var i ab le i s d e t e rmin e d to r e f e r to th e sam e doma i n 
conc e pt, associating said component variable i n sa i d compon e nt with the 
container variable i n th e contain e r ; and 

* — a ll ow i ng a us e r to at l east on e of acc e pt and ov e rr i d e sa i d association 
b e tw ee n th e i d e nt i fi e d compon e nt variab le a nd th e correspond i ng 
conta i n e r var i ab le . 

■ accepting and/or overriding said association between said identified 
component variable and said container variable. 

wherein a user interactively performs said accepting and/or overriding. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 

matter: 
Claim 17: 

The prior art fails to disclose or suggest the combination of limitations recited in 
suggested Claim 17. 
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Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 18, 19, 21-25 and 35 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Doug Hutton whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4137. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Heather Herndon, can be reached at (571) 272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 
273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2100. 



WDH 

October 17, 2005 




DOldG HUTTON 
PATENT EXAMINER 
TECH CENTER 2100 



